FIPSE had supported our initial launch of the URI International Engineering Program (Grant Nos. P116B870071, P116B900058, and P116B940493) and endorsed our contention that much more should be done on a broad basis to incorporate major international experience into engineering education. Through its program officers at the time, Sandra Newkirk and Michael Nugent, FIPSE endorsed the plan to share our model, and, as a part of that effort, to launch a gathering of like-minded educators to share their experiences with each other, find ways to support each other, spread the word, and eliminate the need to reinvent the wheel.
Michael Nugent is now the Director of the Defense Language and National Security Education Office in the Department of Defense (DoD) in Washington, DC. As a FIPSE program officer, he was one of the key advocates of our work at URI and thus a strong supporter of the idea of an annual colloquium. Mike attended the first Colloquium in 1998 and encouraged us to make this an annual meeting.
So, how do you start an annual conference from scratch? With FIPSE support to subsidize travel costs and accommodations, I sat down at my desk and began to call people I knew to be somehow connected with the idea of internationalizing engineering education and expanding the mission of foreign language education. One call led to another, with most people agreeing that such a meeting would make sense. I unfortunately do not have a 100% accurate list of 1998 attendees, but I do recall that we had crossed the thirty mark by the time of the meeting October 30-31, 1998. The following is a list of (most of) the participating institutions and attendees in 1998:
Representatives from academia:
• Ravi Jain, University of Cincinnati -Bernd Widdig (personal communication, May 26, 2017) Manfred Nettekoven, who was Deputy Director of the NY office of DAAD (German Academic Exchange Service) at the time, also shared comments about the first Colloquium. Manfred is now, some twenty year later, Chancellor of RWTH Aachen University, arguably Germany's premier engineering education and research institution.
We can be flattered that he, as a global leader in engineering education, looks back positively at our initial efforts to launch this Colloquium. I need to also mention that his major field of study, in the spirit of our Colloquium, was not engineering, but French! As Manfred notes:
The There are two other critical developments in the earlier years of the Colloquium that deserve attention. First, we at URI felt strongly after three colloquia that we should not be the sole organizers of the meeting. We had gotten feedback through questionnaires, but still needed input from others to avoid producing a similar program each year, and to ensure that we address the challenges people were facing in the trenches of their own institutions. Thus, the idea of a steering committee evolved, with representation from several institutions. Thanks should go out to all who have shaped the Colloquium through service on the Steering Committee, with special thanks to people like Gayle Elliott from University of Cincinnati who has served since the committee was created, as well as other long-term members such as Mark Rectanus from Iowa State University and Eckhard Groll from Purdue University.
A second modification grew out of the Steering Committee itself which suggested that the Colloquium be moved every other year from Rhode Island to another part of the country. Continuity would be guaranteed through URI's experience and the role of the Steering Committee, but moving to other institutions would bring in new ideas and also spread the travel burden from north to south and east to west. It would also share the exhaustion factor among multiple hosts. After twenty years of experience, we can safely reflect on the special nature of our Annual Colloquium by asking ourselves what it is, what it is not, and what it has accomplished for whom. Though focused on engineering, it is important to stress that the Colloquium is not a technical meeting. It is not a meeting for engineers to gather with engineers from and in other countries to discuss technical issues. Simply put, our Annual Colloquium on International Engineering Education, unlike any other professional meeting, is a conference focused specifically on shaping curricula and putting programs in place to prepare engineering students, at both the undergraduate and graduate levels, to be able to work efficiently and confidently in today's truly global workplace.
The Annual Colloquium is an interdisciplinary meeting and absolutely unique in the way that it addresses the interests of multiple constituencies with a common goal. It is most certainly designed for engineering educators, but also language educators, international educators, cross-cultural communication researchers, program evaluators, higher education administrators, global business leaders, public policy leaders, international partners, and students. As such, it is truly a paradigm for interdisciplinarity in higher education, as it brings multiple constituencies together for a common end. In this sense, we are truly a unique conference.
The Colloquium has accomplished many things for its many constituencies. It has:
• Defined the need for global engineering education
• Presented program models to address current needs, including: -Short-term/long-term -Language-centered -Cross-cultural communication focused -Internships abroad -Study abroad/student exchange -Project-focused/research-focused -Humanitarian focused -Dual degree at bachelor's, master's, and doctoral levels • Identified the challenges, the hurdles, the barriers • Identified ingredients for success • Stressed the importance of evaluating our work • Identified resources for assistance and funding • Explored collaboration with the private sector • Explored the relationship between internationalization and diversity • Defined a necessary research agenda • Developed outlets for dissemination and publication • Challenged the higher education system of rewards • Expanded the foreign language mission in higher education • Created a venue for networking with like-minded colleagues All of these things are important and will require continued ongoing attention in the next twenty years. For example, the importance of providing a venue for networking at our meetings is exemplified in the comments I received recently from the aforementioned Britta Baron. While seeking to expand the place of DAAD in American higher education, she found and attended the third and fourth Colloquia where she could confirm the DAAD's potential connections with engineering education. And, as described above, she established the tradition of DAAD support for the Colloquium. As Britta explains: Baron (personal communication, June 17, 2017) As is the case for networking, all of these issues deserve our ongoing attention. Though we have made tremendous progress in twenty years, we are still not at the point where we can close the doors and say we can each do it alone.
Finally, I would like to refer you to: A Report of the National Summit Meeting on the Globalization of Engineering Education which took place in Newport, Rhode Island in advance of the eleventh Annual Colloquium on November 5-6, 2008. Participation in the Summit, which was funded by the engineering division of NSF, was by invitation and included the division leadership from NSF, several deans of colleges of engineering, as well as educators with substantial experience in global education for students of engineering. The meeting was carefully planned and comprehensive in its approach to the issues, and culminated in a document signed by each of the participants known as the Newport Declaration to Globalize U.S. Engineering Education. The report in its entirety is available as a special issue of the Online Journal for Global Engineering Education (Grandin & Hirleman, 2008) .
Melissa Armstrong has highlighted the Newport Declaration in the documents prepared for this meeting (the 2017 Colloquium) and has suggested that it be updated as a roadmap, if not for the next twenty years, at least for the next years. The Newport Declaration is, in my opinion, an excellent document demonstrating the widespread endorsement of its principles, and support by several of the nation's leading engineering educators. Its weakness is a lack of credible and able champions to perform the work in the trenches and be recognized for it. In brief, building effective international programming, including associated research and publications, needs to be legitimized as a tenurable activity by both engineering and humanities deans. Someone has to do the work, and for that someone to appear, he/she needs to be motivated by core institutional values. In short, it is time for a sharper and more open engagement on the part of deans, provosts, presidents, vice presidents and other national higher education leaders regarding this matter.
I hope with this summation of the earlier years of the Annual Colloquium to have shed some light on its roots and thereby encouraged us all to ensure another twenty years of productive collegiality. Thank you!
